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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicants' arguments with respect to claims 15-28 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

2. Applicants argued that the Pederson (U.S. 681 4459) does not teach a pod 
illumination device. In addition, the alleged base 20 of fig. 3 of the reference (Pederson) 
extends upwardly, where the LEDs extend outwardly or horizontally outward with 
respect to the base. Applicants argued further that fig. 3 of the Pederson reference does 
not teach a plurality of LED mounts or a plurality of LED mounts extending upwardly 
from a base. 

3. In response to Applicants arguments, Roney et al (U.S. 5632551 and Lebens et 
al. (U.S. 6095661) as cited below read over Applicants 1 amended claims 15-19. 

4. Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Roney et al. (U.S. 5632551) in view of John Malcolm Bradley (GB 2175428A). 
Roney ('551 ) discloses an LED vehicle lamp assembly having: 
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Regarding claim 15 as shown in (fig. 2), a substantially horizontal mounting base 
or circuit board (20) having a plurality of LED (12) mounts, the LED mounts extending 
upwardly from the base (20). A plurality of light emitting diodes arranged about and 
attached to the LED mounts. A cover or lens (232, fig. 6), the cover enclosing the base 
or board (220, fig. 6), the LED support, the plurality of light emitting diodes (12). 

Regarding claim 16, at least one of the LED (12) mounting surfaces comprising 
at least one slot or opening (col. 4, lines 49-51). 

Regarding claim 17 at least one of the plurality of light emitting diodes (12) 
comprising a wire traversing the at least one slot or openings (col. 4, lines 49-51 ). 

Regarding claim 18 as shown in (fig. 6), the LED (12), mounting surfaces define 
an outward face, the plurality of light emitting diodes being engaged to the outward face. 

Roney does not disclose a controller as applied to claim 1 above. 

However, John Malcolm Bradley teaches a controller (7) in electric 
communication with the plurality of lamps (page 1 , lines 59-62), the controller (page 1, 
Nines 110-112) is constructed and arranged to activate the plurality of lamps to produce 
light signal. The plurality of lamps receiving power from a power source (page 1 , lines 
93-97). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use LED vehicle lamp assembly of Roney with the controller 
taught by John Malcolm Bradley, since the controller of John Malcolm Bradley, would 
provide switching system into different lamp of Roney with an illumination having 
information characteristic of such different messages for the public. 



Application/Control Number: 10/625,387 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2875 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Roney in 

view of J.B. Fore (U.S.2082279). 

Regarding claim 19 as shown in (fig. 3), Roney discloses substantially the 

claimed invention as noted above in claim 18. Roney does not suggest an insulator clip 

or clip insulator. 

J.B. Fore ('279) discloses a clip insulators (A) as shown in (figs. 1 and 2) which 
insulate the exposed terminals. However, the use of clip insulator or insulator clip to 
protect electrical elements or devices so that damage from fire, short circuit, as well as 
injury from shock is obviated has been well known practice in the art. Therefore, to 
provide Roney with the insulator clip or clip insulator of being constructed and arranged 
to position one of the light elements between the insulator clip and the outward face, 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 20-28 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 



render obvious the limitations of claim 20 as cited: The pod illumination device including 
a retaining clip, the retaining clip being constructed and arranged to releasably secure 
the insulator clip and at least one of the plurality of light emitting diodes to the outward 
face of one of the LED mounting surfaces. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bertrand Zeade whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2387. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sandra O'Shea can be reached on 571-272-2378. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 



The prior art of record fails to suggest either singly or in combination or to anticipate or 
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